Dear Mr. Denniston, l/8/05 

When you phoned no after the appeals court handed down Its decision in the 
refiled case over which the POIA investi^atoiy files exemption was anedded in 1974 , 
I told you* auor^; other ©dnga, tliat it was in such f:iciual error I had to vender 
what was behind it. You wrote a fair story* Since then there was a frirrnoy 
decision in ny 1975 suit for King a^assdLnatLon records* In both I was represented 
by Jim Lesor and in both he petition lor an cm banc ruiiearing* It lias boon quite 
sone tire since he filed the second one* The first was rejected* I filed the 
enclosed petition pro oe for tlw reason indicated - I have no lawyer, no way 
of getting to DC to find one, who I could not pay anyway, and, I tell you frankly, 

I cannot imagine a lawyer's practise surviving vhit I believe must be said and to 
the degree the limit of 15 pages pored, to I tried to say. 

I wi l l not try to color this for you, but if you axe interested and have any 
questions. I'll be glad to answer ulttfu. X am usually homo from my daily tlmrapy 
by 10*20 find abeont medical appointnents, one of which ny wife also has Thursday, 
then am usually home. We should be home by 1*50 Thursday. 

I believe I see a pattern of Reagan administration acta against lawyers, 
particularly those who ro present clients who cannot pay then. Remember, they 
went after the DC bar? There are other instances. 

Because a conflict of interest was created between Laser and m the Mater law 
group represented him and Mark *^nch represented me. They were interested in the 
principles and precedents Involved. Wear cannot ro present me now and Lyiash 
agreed to do only what he did. I've not cAecuseed this with oither of than 
and I believe I should not. 

John lewis Smith was tie district court Judge. ^ 

I think there wan none duplication on the three panels. 

Thanks for anything you may do and 


beGt wishes, 
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